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"EISENHOWER  DOCTRINE"  FOR  THE  MIDDLE  EAST 


VI  hat  Is  It?  It  is  a  set  of  proposals  read  to  a  joint  session  of 
Congress  on  Saturday,  January  5,  and  introduced  as  legislation 
under  the  form  of  joint  resolution  —  H.J.Res.  117  and  SJ.Res. 
19. 

The  President  dramatized  his  desire  that  Congress  act  speedily 
upon  these  proposals  when  he  presented  them  before  he  had 
read  to  Congress  his  State  of  the  Union  Message.  The  New 
York  Times  stated  that  “Veterans  on  Capitol  Hill  could  recall 
no  precedent  for  Presidential  appearance  before  a  new  Con¬ 
gress  in  advance  of  the  State  of  the  Union  Message.” 

The  major  points  in  the  proposed  Resolution  are: 

1.  Advance  authorization  for  the  President  to  use  American 
armed  forces  as  he  deems  necessary  to  resist  “overt  armed 
aggression”  by  “any  nation  controlled  by  international  com¬ 
munism”  in  the  “general  area  of  the  Middle  East”  when  a  na¬ 
tion  or  group  of  nations  in  that  area  shall  request  aid.  Such 
aid  is  to  be  consonant  with  “the  treaty  obligations  of  the  United 
States  and  with  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations  .  .  .” 

2.  Authorization  “to  undertake,  in  the  general  area  of  the  Mid¬ 
dle  East,  military  assistance  programs  with  any  nation  or  group 
of  nations  of  that  area  desiring  such  assistance”  (emphasis 
ours) . 

3.  Authorization  “to  cooperate  with  and  assist”  nations  in  this 
“general  area”  to  develop  “economic  strength  dedicated  to  the 
maintenance  of  national  independence”  (emphasis  ours). 

4.  Provision  that  the  joint  resolution  expire  when  the  President 
determines  that  peace  and  security  “are  reasonably  assured  by 
international  conditions  created  by  the  United  Nations  or  other¬ 
wise.” 

6.  Authorization  for  the  President  to  use  at  his  discretion  “not 
to  exceed  $200,000,000  from  any  appropriations  now  available” 
under  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  as  amended. 


A  summary  of  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  Resolution 
are  found  in  the  following  interchange  between  Senator 
Homer  E.  Capehart  and  Secretary  of  State  John  Foster 
Dulles. 

Mr.  Capehart:  “All  we  are  asking  for,  or  all  the  Resolu¬ 
tion  asks  for  is  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President  if 
it  becomes  necessary,  that  he  might  use  force;  is  that 
correct?” 

Mr.  Dulles:  “That  is  correct;  and  use  with  somewhat 
more  discretion  $200  million  out  of  some  $7.50  million 

already  appropriated.” 


What  Ib  Its  Purpose?  The  purpose  is  to  check  the  spread  of 
“international  communism”  into  the  Middle  East  and  to  assist 
nations  there  “in  the  strengthening  and  defense  of  their  inde¬ 
pendence.” 

It  is  worth  noting,  however,  that  V.S.  News  and  World  Report 
(which  favors  this  Resolution)  gives  a  further  purpose:  “Mr. 
Eisenhower  has  a  special  reason  for  wanting  Congress  to  vote 
its  strong  support  of  his  plan.  He  is  pictured  as  feeling  that 
an  erroneous  impression  has  been  built  up  abroad  that  he  is  a 
pacifist  who  would  go  to  any  lengths  to  avoid  war.  This  im¬ 
pression,  he  is  said  to  fear,  might  lead  the  Russians  to  launch 
an  armed  aggression  in  the  Middle  East.  .  .  .  Ike  wants  to 
correct  that  impression. . . .” 

Ib  It  New?  The  proposals  of  the  President  seem  to  be  in  keep¬ 
ing  with  American  policy  since  1947,  a  policy  of  containment, 
deterrence  and  peace  through  military  strength.  Significantly, 
former  President  Harry  S.  Truman  wrote  in  The  New  York 
Times  (January  13)  that  if  he  were  in  the  Senate  he  would 
support  the  request  of  the  President. 

Mr.  Dulles,  moreover,  in  saying  that  we  were  trying  to  preserve 
the  peace  stated,  “I  believe  we  have  done  so  by  policies  which 
were  initiated  under  the  prior  administration.” 

How  Did  CongrcBB  React?  Congressional  reaction  to  the 
President’s  request  has  not  been  enthusiastic.  William  S.  White 
of  The  New  York  Times  noted  that  Congress  “responded  with¬ 
out  warmth”  and  that  it  listened  to  the  major  points  in  Mr. 
Eisenhower’s  message  in  “troubled  silence.” 

Chief  interpreter  of  the  proposed  Resolution  has  been  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  John  Foster  Dulles.  Yet  he  has  not  removed  the 
doubts  that  many  Congressmen  seem  to  have  about  the  nature 
and  scope  of  this  Resolution.  Chalmers  M.  Roberts  of  The 
Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald  wrote  of  Senate  Committee 
reaction:  “At  tbe  end  of  more  than  ten  hours  of  questioning 
fof  Mr.  Dulles],  however,  the  scepticism  in  the  big  Senate 
Caucus  Room  was  fog-thick. . . .” 

The  questioning  mood  of  members  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  was  also  evident  when  Mr.  Dulles  appeared 
before  them.  Quite  significant  was  the  large  turnout  of  com¬ 
mittee  members  to  hear  Paul  B.  Johnson  when  he  testified  for 
FCNL  on  January  15.  They  seemed  eager  to  hear  his  carefully 
prepared  criticism  of  H.  J.  Res.  117  and  questioned  him 
earnestly. 

Five  members  of  the  committee,  in  fact,  surrounded  Paul 
Johnson  after  the  formal  hearing  and  sought  more  information 
from  a  witness  who  had  had  experience  in  the  Middle  East  and 
who  offered  a  fresh  approach  to  the  problems  of  the  area.  (Paul 
Johnson’s  testimony  is  available  without  charge  from  FCNL. 
Elmore  Jackson  is  scheduled  to  testify  on  the  Senate  side,  the 
date  not  set  as  this  Newsletter  is  written.) 
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FCNL  QUESTIONS  ON  THE  RESOLUTION 

The  FCNL  also  has  questions  on  the  meaning  and  consequences 
of  the  Resolution,  particularly  on  the  basis  of  Mr.  Dulles’  inter¬ 
pretation  of  it. 

1.  Why  Was  It  Offered  With  Such  Sense  of  Urgency?  British 
and  French  influence  has  been  declining  and  was  virtually 
eliminated  by  the  attack  against  Egypt  last  fall.  That  attack 
brought  a  halt  or  decline  in  oil  revenues  to  Middle  East  coun¬ 
tries.  It  also  brought  a  halt  to  British  subsidies  to  Jordan. 

These  events,  in  the  eyes  of  the  Administration,  have  left  a 
political  “vacuum,”  and  have  brought  economic  distress  that 
they  fear  the  Soviet  Union  will  try  to  exploit. 


downgrade  and  qualify  its  support  [of  the  UN]  in  the  longer- 
run  job  of  salvaging  peace  in  the  Middle  East.”  (January  16). 


6.  Does  the  Resolution  Meet  Basic  Economic  Problems  which 
Contribute  to  Unrest  and  Political  Instability?  The  answer  is 
no.  Mr.  Dulles  indicated  that  funds  requested  will  be  used 
mainly  to  meet  emergency  situations  such  as  the  one  which 
has  arisen  from  the  loss  of  oil  revenues  on  the  part  of  some 
Middle  East  states  since  the  closing  of  the  Suez  Canal.  No 
long  range  program  is  outlined.  In  fact,  Mr.  Dulles  replied  to 
a  question  by  Senator  Lyndon  B.  Johnson:  “I  suspect  that  there 
will  have  to  be  some  shift  away  from  what  have  been  long-term 
economic  projects  .  .  .  into  something  which  will  have  a  more 
immediate  impact.” 
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This,  however,  is  a  case  of  the  United  States  acting  on  its  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  situation,  rather  than  on  the  interpretation  of 
the  countries  of  the  Middle  East.  Some  Middle  East  spokesmen 
have  emphasized  their  conviction  that  they  are  capable  of  filling 
any  “vacuum”  left  by  Britain  and  France. 

2.  Is  There  New  Danger  of  Russian  Military  Action  in  the 
Area?  When  Senator  J.  William  Fulbright  asked  Mr.  Dulles 
if  there  were  “any  significant  new  evidence  that  the  Soviet 
Union  is  planning  a  direct  aggression  in  the  general  area  of  the 
Middle  East.”  the  Secretary  of  State  answered:  “There  is  no 
evidence  that  we  are  aware  of.  ...  If  there  ever  is  such  an 
aggression,  I  doubt  very  much  if  we  would  have  any  advance 
notice  of  it.” 

.3.  Will  this  Resolution  Meet  the  Threat  of  Communism’s  Taking 
Over  a  Country  from  Within?  “Not  directly,  no,”  Mr.  Dulles 
replied  to  a  question  from  Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey.  The 
Administration  appears  to  hope  that  it  will  help  indirectly  bv 
arming  the  internal  security  forces  of  nations  requesting  aid, 
deterring  Russian  military  support  for  an  indigenous  communist 
revolt,  and  providing  enough  securitv  to  obviate  the  need  exist¬ 
ing  governments  feel  to  buy  arms  from  communist  countries. 


On  the  other  hand,  while  it  has  alreadv  given  communist 
propagandists  an  opportunity  to  increase  Arab  fear  of  Western 
influence  in  their  affairs,  it  might  have  no  constructive  effect. 
Communist  dominated  governments  (or  non-communist  gov¬ 
ernments.  for  that  matter)  could  still  buy  arms  from  the  Soviet 
Union.  If  a  civil  war  arose,  there  might  be  no  government  to 
request  our  aid.  or  one  competing  faction  might  request  Soviet 
troops  while  the  other  requested  American  aid.  The  Resolu¬ 
tion  does  not  cover  such  contingencies.  Most  important  of  all. 
it  fails  to  face  the  fact  that  the  threat  against  which  most  Arab 
nations  wish  arms  comes  not  from  the  Soviet  Union  but  from 
rivalry  among  themselves  and  between  them  and  Israel. 

4.  What  Effect  Will  This  Resolution  Have  on  the  Arab-1  sraeli 
Conflict?  In  answer  to  a  question  from  Senator  Mike  Mans¬ 
field  as  to  whether  United  States  arms  might  find  their  wav  into 
a  new  Arab-Israeli  conflict.  Mr.  Dulles  admitted  that  “.  .  .  there 
is  always  a  risk  that  they  could  be  abused.” 

.5.  What  Effect  Will  This  Proposal  Have  on  United  States 
Prestige  in  the  Middle  East?  The  prestige  the  United  States 
gained  as  a  result  of  its  stand  when  Egypt  was  attacked  last  fall 
could  be  an  important  element  in  getting  a  just  settlement 
through  the  l^N  of  both  the  Suez  and  Arab-Israeli  questions. 
The  present  Resolution  seems  to  be  a  move  backward  to  a 
go-it-alone  policy.  The  Christian  Century  observes:  “It  is  a 
matter  of  profound  regret  that  the  United  States  .  .  .  should  now 


Interchange  at  Senate  Hearing,  January  1 5 

Senator  Mansfield:  “Have  we  given  any  thought  to  nego¬ 
tiating  with  the  Soviet  Union  on  some  sort  of  a  settlement 
for  the  Middle  East?” 

Mr.  Dulles:  “We  have  given  some  thought  to  it.  yes,  sir.”  - 
Mr.  Mansfield:  “Just  thought?” 

Mr.  Dulles:  “Yes.” 
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SUMMARY 

Basic  to  the  Resolution  seems  to  be  the  view  followed  for  over 
ten  years  that  if  Soviet  military  power  is  contained  by  American 
power,  either  alone  or  in  concert  with  allies,  there  can  then  be 
attempts  to  meet  other  problems. 
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A  difficulty  with  this  theory  is  that  major  emphasis  is  placed 
on  deterrence  rather  than  on  the  solution  of  problems.  It  b|pp 
almost  a  case  of  deterrence  everywhere,  solutions  nowhere. 
Certainly  Korea.  Indo-China,  Formosa,  a  divided  Germany  and  [ 
the  state  of  the  satellites  give  little  indication  of  success  in 
solving  fundamental  problems. 

The  Middle  East  offers  a  chance  for  a  new  kind  of  “deterrence.”  I 
and  real  solutions.  This  should  be  “deterrence”  not  onlv  I  j 
against  one  enemy,  that  of  international  communism,  but 
against  such  forces  as  poverty,  illiteracy,  intra-area  jealousies 
and  national  rivalries. 


It  is  time  to  explore  the  possibility  of  action  through  the  UN 
to  establish  an  arms  embargo  for  the  area.  This  seems  much 
more  reasonable  than  shipment  of  more  arms  into  an  area 
seething  with  unrest. 

Exploration  should  also  be  made  of  further  development  of  a 
I’N  Police  Force  such  as  that  envisaged  bv  Lester  Pearson. 
Minister  of  External  Affairs  for  Canada:  “He  [the  London 
bobby]  keeps  the  peace  by  the  moral  authority  he  exercises  as 
the  representative  of  law  and  order.  I  believe  a  peace- 
supervising  force  wearing  UN  uniforms  can  eventually  have 
the  same  kind  of  authority  where  danger  threatens.” 

Demilitarized  buffer  zones  on  the  borders  of  Israel  also  seem 
desirable  as  an  immediate  step  to  precede  long  range  solution  of 
Arab-lsrael  tensions. 

These  are  suggestions  to  deal  with  an  immediate  situation.  For 
more  detailed  discussion  of  long  range  goals  of  American 
foreign  policy  see  Newsletter  1.59.  December  19.56. 
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SOME  FCNL  LEGISLATIVE  PRIORITIES  AND  GOALS  IN  1957 

At  the  Annual  Meeting  in  December  three  general  priorities  were  established  for  FCNL  legislative  work  during  1957.  The 
three  priorities  are  1)  Work  in  the  field  of  disarmament  and  opposition  to  any  increase  in  the  power  and  influence  of  the 
military;  2)  Constructive  foreign  aid  programs;  3)  Civil  rights  legislation.  Work  in  other  areas  of  Friends’ concerns  will 
also  continue. 


URGENT  NEED  TO  MOVE  TOWARD 
DISARMAMENT 

Guided  Missiles  Coming:  During  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1957,  the  United  States  Government  will  spend  billion 

for  guided  missiles.  Over  S2  billion  will  be  spent  during  the 
following  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1.  The  aim  is  to  develop 
an  intercontinental  ballistic  missile  (ICBM)  which,  says  a 
Report  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  “will  travel 
at  a  speed  of  16,000  miles  per  hour  or  more,  and  after  reach¬ 
ing  an  altitude  of  around  600  miles,  drop  a  hydrogen  bomb 
warhead  on  its  target  5000  miles  away  within  minutes  after 
firing.  ...  At  present  no  practical  means  has  been  anticipated 
for  intercepting  and  destroying  such  a  weapon  in  flight.”  JJ.  S- 
Setvs  and  World  Report,  January  4,  states  that  on  impact  the 
missile  “will  cause  virtually  complete  destruction  within  a  12- 
mile  radius,  serious  blast  damage  within  a  40-mile  radius,  mass 
casualties  from  radioactivity  within  a  90-mile  radius,  and  dan¬ 
gerous  radioactivity  within  a  175-mile  radius  of  the  burst.” 

In  proposals  submitted  to  the  UN  General  Assembly’s  Political 
Committee  on  January  14,  the  United  States  offered  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  “fair,  balanced,  reliable  systems  of  control”  of  inter¬ 
continental  missiles.  But  the  only  concrete  proposal  was  that 
the  testing  of  such  missiles  be  subject  to  “international  inspec¬ 
tion  and  participation,”  not  that  their  development  for  destruc¬ 
tive  purposes  be  stopped  immediately. 

United  States  representatives  have  repeatedly  pointed  out  that 
inspection  is  essential  in  any  disarmament  agreement  which  the 
United  States  could  enter.  There  is  no  known  means  of  dis¬ 
covering  all  nuclear  weapons  once  produced  and  hidden.  If 
the  ICBM  is  fully  developed  and  secret  launching  sites  for  loaded 
ICBM  are  built  in  remote  areas  of  the  world,  complete  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  means  of  deliverv  as  well  as  the  weapon  will  be 
difficult  if  not  impossible.  U.  S.  News  and  World  Report 
for  January  4  says  a  “breakthrough”  has  come  in  production 
of  the  .5000  mile  guided  missile  and  there  are  no  more  inven¬ 
tions  needed,  and  no  great  bottleneck  or  shortages  of  talent, 
materiel  or  money. 

Harold  E.  Stassen,  testifying  before  the  Senate  Subcommittee 
on  Disarmament  on  June  7,  1956  said  that  the  next  year  (par¬ 
ticularly  before  any  new  spectacular  missile  development) 
would  be  the  best  time  to  reach  a  lasting  disarmament  agree¬ 
ment:  “If  no  agreement  is  reached  during  the  next  5  or  10 
years,  then  the  situation  will  be  much  more  bleak  for  both  sides.” 

Huge  Increase  in  Arms  Spending:  In  his  Budget  Message 
of  January  16  the  President  asked  for  $43.3  billion  for  current 
military  expenditures  for  the  fiscal  vear  beginning  July  1,  1957. 
This  is  $2.3  billion  more  than  will  be  spent  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  and  represents  60'^f  of  the  total  budget,  which 
is  S71.8  billion.  While  details  of  the  non-military  foreign  aid 
program  have  not  been  announced  it  appears  that  there  will  be 
only  a  slight  increase  for  this  constructive  program  which  of¬ 
fers  a  real  opportunity  to  increase  the  chances  for  peace. 

Senate  Disarmament  Committee  Continuation  Expected : 

One  of  the  first  legislative  goals  of  FCNL  in  1957  was  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  Special  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Disarmament.  On 
January  23  the  full  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  ap¬ 


proved  continuation  of  the  Subcommittee  until  June  30,  1957. 
The  Senate  must  now  approve  a  formal  resolution  to  this  effect. 

In  January  the  Subcommittee  held  four  days  of  hearings  and 
heard,  among  others,  Warren  Weaver,  chairman  of  the  group  of 
scientists  who  wrote  the  genetic  section  of  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences’  radiation  report.  He  testified  on  January  16  that 
radioactive  fallout  from  nuclear  weapons  testing  to  date  will 
account  for  some  6000  of  the  30  million  handicapped  babies  to 
be  born  in  the  coming  generation. 

New  United  States  Position  on  Nuclear  Tests:  On  January 
14  at  the  United  Nations  the  United  States  proposed  advance 
notice  and  registration  of  all  nuclear  tests.  In  a  separate  pro¬ 
posal,  the  United  States  urged  limitation  and  ultimate  elimina¬ 
tion  of  all  tests  after  an  agreement  is  in  operation  under  which 
future  production  of  fissionable  material  shall  be  used  or  stock¬ 
piled  exclusively  for  non-weapons  purposes  under  international 
inspection  and  supervision. 

NO  UMT  IN  1957 

Despite  earlier  indications  to  the  contrary,  it  now  appears  the 
Administration  will  not  request  authority  to  draft  young  men 
into  the  6  months  training-7 */l>  ypars  Ready  Reserve  Program 
approved  in  19.55  although  enlistments  have  lagged  far  behind 
projected  goals. 

In  a  surprise  move,  the  Army  announced  January  14  that  it  was 
reducing  the  years  Ready  Reserve  obligation  to  4Vg  years 
for  6  months  trainees,  and  was  reducing  from  3  to  2  years  the 
Ready  Reserve  obligation  for  two  year  draftees.  When  the 
Reserve  Act  was  passed  in  19.55  it  was  claimed  the  full  terms 
of  duty  were  essential  to  the  national  security!  On  January 
1.5.  Chairman  Carl  Vinson  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  announced  an  investigation  of  the  planned  changes  will 
be  opened  February  4  by  the  subcommittee  headed  by  Overton 
Brooks  (  La. ) . 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  IN  85th  CONGRESS 

Rule  XXII:  A  motion  to  change  Senate  Rules  (see  Newsletter 
No.  160)  was  defeated  .53-.38  on  January  4  by  a  roll  call  vote. 
The  vote  was  somewhat  encouraging,  however,  since  a  similar 
proposal  was  tabled  in  19.53  by  the  overwhelming  vote  of  70-21. 

The  increasing  pressure  for  change  in  Rule  XXH  has  now  been 
acknowledged  by  party  leaders  Senators  Lyndon  B.  Johnson 
and  William  F.  Knowland.  They  are  now  co-sponsoring  a 
resolution,  S.  Res.  .30,  to  modify  Rule  XXH  so  that  debate 
may  be  closed  bv  a  two-thirds  majority  of  the  Senators  present 
( instead  of  an  absolute  two-thirds  as  required  under  the  present 
rule).  S.  Res.  30  would  also  extend  cloture  to  any  motion  to 
consider  a  change  in  the  Standing  Rules.  (Such  cloture  is  not 
possible  at  present). 

Senators  who  tend  to  favor  cloture  by  a  majority  vote  and  have 
submitted  several  resolutions  proposing  such  modification  agree 
that  S.  Res.  .30  is  probably  the  only  proposal  that  stands  any 
chance  of  being  passed.  They  point  out,  however,  that  the 
provision  for  cloture  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  those  present  was 


in  effect  1917-1949  and  during  that  period  cloture  was  never 
imposed  upon  debate  on  civil  rights  issues.  S.  Res.  30  has 
been  referred  to  the  Senate  Rules  Committee  of  which  Senator 
Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr.  is  chairman. 


H.R.  1151,  the  President’s  program.  Others  have  filed  similar 
hills. 


Civil  Rights  Legislation:  President  Eisenhower,  in  his  State 
of  the  Union  Message  on  January  10,  urged  passage  of  the 
four-point  civil  rights  program  he  proposed  last  year.  It 
passed  the  House  July  23,  1956  by  a  vote  of  279  to  126  hut 
never  came  to  a  vote  in  the  Senate. 


Senator  Hennings  has  re-introduced  four  bills  which  were 
favorably  reported  by  a  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee  in  1956 
— S.  427,  S.  428,  S.  429  and  S.  468.  Senator  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  has  introduced  for  himself  and  several  colleagues  12 
civil  rights  measures  (S.  500  to  S.  510  and  S.  Con.  Res.  5l 
which  constitute  a  comprehensive  human  rights  program. 


Senator  Everett  M.  Dirksen  and  34  other  Senators  have  joined 
in  sponsoring  S.  83  which  incorporates  the  President’s  program. 
In  the  House,  Kenneth  B.  Keating  of  New  York  has  introduced 


In  the  House,  Representative  Emanuel  Celler,  Chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  has  introduced  an  omnibus  civil  rights 
hill,  H.R.  2145,  and  has  pledged  that  he  will  give  it  his  highest 
priority. 


SOME  LEGISLATIVE  GOALS  IN  THE  FIRST  SESSION  OF  THE  85th  CONGRESS 


Support: 


1.  Congressional  resolutions  on  disarmament,  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Disarmament  and  the  efforts  of  the  Presidential 
Advisor  on  Disarmament.  (Opposition  to  any  measures  such  as  the  proposed  Bricker  Amendment,  S.  J.  Res.  3,  which 
would  make  disarmament  more  difficult  to  achieve). 


2.  Full  United  States  contribution  to  the  UN  Technical  Assistance  Program,  overruling  the  one-third  limitation  placed  ftn 
United  States  share  in  this  program  by  the  last  Congress.  Legislation  authorizing  United  States  participation  in  the 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency  established  under  the  auspices  of  the  United  Nations  as  a  result  of  the  Atoms-for- 
Peace  proposal.  A  Special  UN  Fund  for  Economic  Development  (SUNFED)  or  similar  agency.  More  creative  use  of 
agricultural  surpluses  to  feed  the  hungry  and  promote  economic  stability  and  development.  The  President’s  request  for 
authority  to  barter  agricultural  surpluses  with  the  nations  of  Eastern  Europe. 


A  change  in  Rule  XXI I  and  various  civil  rights  bills,  especially  those  aimed  at  helping  ensure  the  right  to  vote. 


Legislation  to  regularize  the  status  of  Hungarian  refugees  brought  to  the  United  States  as  parolees,  as  well  as  legislation  to 
make  far  reaching  changes  in  the  McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act. 


Full  Administration  request  of  S30  million  for  the  International  Educational  Exchange  Program,  an  increase  of  SIO 
million  over  the  current  year’s  program. 


6.  United  States  participation  in  the  Organization  for  Trade  Cooperation. 


H.R.  627  which  would  require  the  military  to  adopt  sound  conservation  practices  on  lands  under  their  control,  and 
prevent  virtually  unhindered  further  acquisition  of  public  lands  by  the  Armed  Services. 
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